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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
 
1.1 Background 
 
This Amendment, together with the Draft EIR, constitutes the Final Environmental Impact 
Report for the General Electric Facility Planned Development (PD) Rezoning.  This Amendment 
consists of an introduction, comment letters received during the 45-day public review period, 
responses to comments, and revisions to the Draft EIR.   
 
The project is located on a 55.4-acre site at the northwest corner of Curtner Avenue and 
Monterey Road in San José. The project proposes to rezone the site from Heavy Industrial to a 
(PD) Planned Development Zoning District to allow development of retail commercial uses on 
the site (File No. PDC04-029).  The rezoning is proposed to allow development of a +646,000 
square foot shopping center on the property. Specific tenants are not known at this time. 
Commercial development could include a range of uses as permitted within the Commercial 
General District, such as grocery stores, big-box retail stores, home improvement centers, food 
service establishments, and movie theaters. The project includes preservation of the office 
portion of the historic 1948 motor plant building.  
 
The Draft EIR was prepared to inform the public of the significant environmental effects of the 
project, identify possible ways to minimize the significant effects, and describe reasonable 
alternatives which support the objectives of the project. 
 
1.2  Public Participation 
 
In accordance with CEQA, this document is included in the official public record for the EIR.  
Based on the information contained in the public record, decision makers will be provided with 
documentation on the projected environmental consequences of the proposal. 
 
The City notified all responsible and trustee agencies, interested groups, and individuals that a 
Draft EIR had been completed for the proposed project.  The City used the following methods to 
solicit input during the preparation of the EIR. The following is a list of the actions taken during 
the preparation, distribution, and review of the Draft EIR. 
 
• The Notice of Preparation (NOP) was filed with the State Clearinghouse on June 16, 

2004. The California State Clearinghouse assigned the Clearinghouse Number 
2004062104 to the Draft EIR. 

 
• The NOP was distributed by the City to responsible and trustee agencies, and interested 

groups, organizations and individuals. 
 
• The City held a public scoping meeting for the EIR on September 2, 2004. 
 
• On April 4, 2005, the Draft EIR was distributed for a 45-day public review period to 

responsible and trustee agencies, interested groups, and individuals. The public review 
period for the Draft EIR ended on May 19, 2005.    
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
 
2.1  Introduction 
 
This section provides responses to comments on the Draft EIR.  This section contains all 
information available in the public record related to the Draft EIR as of April 4, 2005, and 
responds to comments in accordance with Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines. 
 
2.2  List of Comment Letters 
 
The following is a list of comment letters received on the Draft EIR and the dates these letters 
were received: 
 
State Agencies         Date  
 
A.  State of California Department of Transportation        May 20, 2005     
 
Local Agencies 
 
B.  County of Santa Clara Roads and Airports Department        May 9, 2005     
C.  Santa Clara Valley Water District             May 20, 2005 
D.  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority         May 20, 2005   
 
Affiliations & General Public 
 
E.  Preservation Action Council of San José          May 9, 2005   
F.  Ryan, John              April 18, 2005   
 
2.3  Response to Comments 
 
Each letter received on the Draft EIR is presented in this chapter, as identified in Section 2.2 
above. Individual comments in each letter are numbered.  Correspondingly numbered responses 
to each comment are provided in the discussion following the comment letter. 
 
Where comments raise environmental issues that require additions or deletions to the text, tables, 
or figures in the Draft EIR, a brief description of the change is given and the reader is directed to 
Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR.  Some comments do not raise environmental issues, or 
do not require additional information.  A substantive response to such comments is not required 
within the context of CEQA. 



Letter A

A1

A2



A3

A4

A5

A6
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LETTER A: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 
A1: The VTA (2004 CMP Monitoring Report, Table 5.2 and described on page 5-3) has 
modified the HCM thresholds to better represent local conditions. The traffic analysis for the 
project used the thresholds consistent with the VTA. 
 
A2: Although the specific year is not known, the traffic analysis assumes future traffic conditions 
under the background and project scenarios would occur in the short-term (2-3 years). It is not 
generally the City’s practice to assign specific years to traffic scenarios when conducting project-
level traffic studies. 
 
A3: This comment expresses an opinion about the trip generation rates and pass-by reductions 
used in the traffic analysis for the EIR. The trip generation rate estimates used in the traffic 
impact analysis (TIA) are consistent with the City’s methodology and adhere to City and adopted 
Congestion Management Agency (CMA) guidelines. Trip reductions of up to 30 percent are 
permitted and are consistent with data published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers. 
The traffic analysis applied the City of San José pass-by rates of 25% for each of the AM and 
PM peak hours. The AM peak hour is subject to fewer trips overall, but this is reflected in a 
considerably lower trip generation rate. The pass-by, as a percentage, is still comparable to the 
PM. 
 
A4: The cumulative scenario has been revised in this Final EIR to incorporate a third project, the 
Goble Lane Mixed Use Project (refer to Section 3 of this Amendment).  The revised cumulative 
traffic volumes are presented in this Amendment in Attachment 1. Inclusion of the Goble Lane 
project did not change the conclusion of the cumulative analysis. In regards to your specific 
comment, the reason that the volumes in the original cumulative analysis were low was due to 
the relatively few trips generated by the original two projects and the orientation of these trips 
away from the project site. Only Option 2 is considered in the cumulative analysis, because it 
represents the worst case scenario in terms of traffic volumes. 
 
A5: Refer to response A1 above. 
 
A6:  This mitigation has been added to the EIR, as presented in Section 3 of this Amendment. 



Letter B

B1
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LETTER B:  COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA ROADS AND AIRPORTS DEPARTMENT 
 
B1: Comment noted. The City acknowledges Santa Clara County’s interest in having the City 
maintain the proposed traffic signal for the southbound Almaden Expressway off-ramp to 
Curtner Avenue. This will be considered by the City’s Department of Transportation in 
coordination with the County. 
 
 



Letter C

C1

C2



C2

C3

C4

C5

C6

C7

C8
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LETTER C: SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 
 
C1: This comment appears to assume that the project includes residential uses, which it does not. 
The City Council will evaluate the opinions expressed in this comment regarding use of indoor 
and outdoor water conservation measures prior to an approval of the project. As described on 
page 105 of the Draft EIR, reclaimed water is currently used to irrigate landscaping on the site. 
The project will construct all future irrigation facilities in accordance with the requirements of 
the South Bay Water Recycling program to facilitate connection to and use of recycled water. In 
addition, the proposed shopping center will incorporate water conservation measures to the 
maximum extent practicable. 
 
C2: The hazardous materials issues on the project site are addressed in the Draft EIR.  Future 
improvements will be subject to the remediation requirements identified in the Risk Management 
Plan, as well as the requirements of the RWQCB. 
 
All wells on the site will be capped and/or managed in consultation with the RWQCB and 
SCVWD. 
 
C3: As described on page 36 of the Draft EIR, the project will be required to obtain Elevation 
Certificates (FEMA Form 81-31) or a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR-F) for 
approval by FEMA prior to receiving development clearance from the City.  These documents 
will assure that appropriate flood-proofing measures are incorporated into final design.   
 
C4: As described on pages 36-37 of the Draft EIR, a preliminary analysis of flood routing 
through the project site has been completed for the project. This analysis consisted of estimating 
the existing floodplain limit, determining the 100-year water surface elevations on the site based 
on a flooding depth of 1-foot, and plotting these flood elevations onto the site layout and 
drainage plans. The driveways and parking lot were designed to route floodwaters through the 
site, so that flood flows are not impeded and ponding depths are limited to 1-foot or less prior to 
release. In addition, each building within the flood zone was elevated to a minimum of 1-foot 
above the flood elevation. The results of this analysis indicate that flood waters will not 
adversely impact adjacent properties with implementation of the proposed grading and drainage 
concept. Additional analysis of flood routing through the project site, based on the final site and 
grading plans, will be conducted at the PD permit stage to ensure that the project will not 
adversely impact adjacent properties. 
 
C5: The proposed drainage plan will direct runoff into inlets and grass-lined swales in parking 
lot and driveway areas that ultimately connect to the City’s storm drain system. As described in 
the Draft EIR, the drainage system will be designed to minimize runoff, which would limit the 
amount of new runoff that would infiltrate into the aquifer. Appropriate features (such as 
protection with an impermeable lining) will be included in the final design of the swales and 
drainage system to assure that runoff flows do not result in the migration or mobilization of 
chemicals in the groundwater. Detailed project plans provided as part of the Planned 
Development (PD) permit application will be forwarded to the District for comment when 
available.  
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C6: The District’s recommendations are noted and will be implemented as appropriate during 
final design. Detailed project plans provided as part of the PD permit application will be 
forwarded to the District for comment when available. 
 
C7: Comment noted; this will be incorporated in the final project design. Detailed project plans 
provided as part of the PD permit application will be forwarded to the District for comment when 
available. 
 
C8: Comment noted. Wells that may be altered or abandoned as part of the commercial center 
are not specifically known at this time. The District will be contacted, as well as the RWQCB, 
for alteration or abandonment of any existing wells.  
 



Letter D

D1



D1

D2



D3

D4

D5

D6



D6
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LETTER D: SANTA CLARA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
 
D1: The current site plan is conceptual at this time; however, circulation on the site has been 
designed to accommodate safe and convenient pedestrian access. The site plan incorporates a 
grid layout intended to promote pedestrian and bicycle access throughout the property. The 
primary access routes through the site provide adequate separation between bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities.  Measures are identified in the air quality section of the Draft EIR to 
encourage alternate modes of transportation, including a series of Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) measures aimed at promoting pedestrian, bicycle, and transit use.  The 
VTA's Community Design & Transportation Guidelines, the VTA's Pedestrian Technical 
Guidelines, and the VTA's Bicycle Technical Guidelines shall be consulted during final project 
design. Detailed project plans provided as part of the PD permit application will be forwarded to 
the VTA for comment when available. The project will be required to upgrade existing traffic 
signals in the vicinity of the project as described in the Draft EIR.  Any deficiencies at the traffic 
signals will be identified and addressed at the public improvement stage. 
 
D2: Refer to response D1 above.  Bicycle parking will be required as part of the final project 
design. The City and the project proponent will consult VTA’s Bicycle Technical Guidelines as 
appropriate during the specific buildout of the project. The number and location of bicycle 
parking spaces will be finalized at the PD permit stage, when detailed site plans are available. No 
further response is required, as this comment does not raise any questions about the adequacy of 
the EIR. 
 
D3: The project will include a comprehensive TDM program to reduce overall project vehicle 
trip generation and minimize impacts to CMP facilities. The TDM program is expected to satisfy 
the CMP Deficiency Plan Guidelines, which call for items from the Immediate Implementation 
Action List to be incorporated into the project. In addition, this comment expresses an opinion 
regarding the freeway traffic impacts identified in the EIR. The construction of an additional 
travel lane on a freeway mainline is beyond the scope of a single development project, and no 
improvement project has been identified towards which a fair-share contribution could be made. 
For this reason, the project’s impact upon freeway traffic was identified as significant and 
unavoidable in the Draft EIR.  Payment of money is not “mitigation” under CEQA, unless a 
mechanism is in place to use the funding to implement the specific mitigation measure(s).  In the 
event that Caltrans develops and approves a PSR for specific freeway improvements, the City 
will participate in funding of identified construction projects, if applicable. 
 
D4: The project proponent and City will coordinate in the provision of on and offsite bicycle 
facilities. Detailed project plans provided as part of the PD permit application will be forwarded 
to the VTA for comment when available. 
 
D5: Comment noted. Detailed project plans provided as part of the PD permit application will be 
forwarded to the VTA for comment when available. 
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D6: Projects in San José are typically conditioned to provide bus stops at appropriate locations, 
as coordinated with the VTA, at the PD permit stage. The City Council will evaluate necessary 
conditions of approval as part of the review of this project, including improvements to transit 
infrastructure. No further response is required, as this comment does not raise any questions 
about the adequacy of the EIR. 
 



Letter E

E1
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LETTER E:  PRESERVATION ACTION COUNCIL OF SAN JOSÉ 
 
E1: The commentor’s support for the project is noted.  The feasibility of the alternatives 
presented in the Draft EIR, including the Motor Plant Reuse Alternative, will be considered by 
the City Council when it adopts the EIR findings resolution for the project, as required under 
CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091 and 15093. The cost of creating and maintaining a public 
exhibit or kiosk on the project site will be the responsibility of the shopping center developer 
and/or property owner. The maintenance of public documents (i.e., HABS documentation) will 
be the responsibility of the City.   
 
The commentor’s endorsement of the comments of the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) 
is noted.  For the record, no comments were received by the HLC on the Draft EIR.  It is 
assumed that the reference to the HLC recommendations are related to those made at their 
regularly scheduled public hearing in May, which did not address issues relevant to the adequacy 
of the EIR. No further response is required. 
 



Letter F

F1
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LETTER F:  JOHN W. RYAN 
 
F1: The remediation of hazardous materials on the project site identified in the EIR and set forth 
in the RMP assume occupation of the site by commercial (non-residential) uses. Institutional 
controls defined in the RMP will include an Environmental Restriction and Covenant prohibiting 
future residential and residential type uses on the property.  The Covenant will be recorded in the 
Official Records of the County of Santa Clara and will run with the real property under 
California Civil Code 1471. 
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3.0 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 
 
 
The following section provides revisions to the text of the Draft EIR, in amendment form.  The 
revisions are listed by page number.  All additions to the text are presented in underline, and all 
deletions are shown as stricken.   
 
Page 41, the following mitigation is added after the last bullet, 
 
• All wells on the site shall be capped and/or managed in consultation with the RWQCB and 

SCVWD. 
 
Page 49, the seventh bullet is revised as follows: 
 
• Future site environmental restrictions and/or institutional controls. These will include an 

Environmental Restriction and Covenant prohibiting future residential and residential type 
uses on the property.  The Covenant will be recorded in the Official Records of the County of 
Santa Clara and will run with the real property under California Civil Code 1471. 
 

Page 59, the following mitigation is added after the second bullet: 
 
• Should future improvements be conducted within the Caltrans right-of-way (ROW), the 

mitigation plan described herein shall be in effect for the state ROW. If any cultural 
resources are uncovered during construction activities within the state ROW, all work shall 
be halted within 50 feet of the find and the Cultural Resource Study Office, Caltrans District 
4, shall be immediately contacted at (510) 286-5613 or 286-5618. A Caltrans staff 
archaeologist will evaluate the find(s) within one day.  

 
Page 116, the first five paragraphs under “Cumulative Traffic” are revised as follows: 
 

The following section addresses cumulative traffic impacts, based the results of the traffic 
analysis prepared for the project by Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc. (see Appendix 
D). The traffic consultant was provided a list of three two projects to include in the 
cumulative traffic analysis by the San José Transportation Department.  The three two 
projects are as follows: 
 
1. Tully Road Medical Offices – a two-building office complex totaling 32,352 square feet 

on a 1.88-acre site, located on Tully Road between Monterey Highway and 7th Street. 
 
2. Venetian Terrace Gardens - a 172-condominium complex and 1.3-acre park located on a 

4.6-acre site just south of Curtner Avenue between SR 87 and Almaden Expressway. 
 
3. Goble Lane Project – a mixed use development located at the southwest corner of 

Monterey Road and Goble Lane, consisting of approximately 960 residential units and 
18,000 square feet of retail uses. 
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The traffic volumes associated with these developments were obtained from the traffic 
reports prepared for each proposal. Traffic volumes for cumulative conditions were 
estimated by adding the traffic associated with the three two pending developments to the 
project traffic volumes. The cumulative traffic volumes are shown in Attachment 1 
Appendix D. 

 
Page 118, Table 16 is revised as shown below. 
 
Attachment 1 is included at the end of this Amendment to replace the chapter entitled 
“Cumulative Conditions” in Appendix D of the Draft EIR. 
 
 

Revised Table 16 
Cumulative Intersection Levels of Service 

Background Cumulative  
Intersection 

 
Peak 
Hour 

 
Count 
Date 

Ave. 
Delay 

 
LOS 

Ave. 
Delay 

 
LOS 

Incr in 
Crit 

Delay 

Incr in 
Crit 
V/C 

First St. & Virginia St. AM 
PM 

9/19/02 
9/18/02 

9 
13 

A 
B 

9 
12 

A 
B 

0 7 
0 9 

-0.012 0.529 
-0.001 0.498 

Third St. & Virginia St. AM 
PM 

2/21/02 
2/21/02 

10 
12 

B+ 
B 

10 
12 

B 
B 

0 14 
0 13 

-0.004 0.403 
0.009 0.280 

First St. & Willow St. AM 
PM 

9/19/02 
9/19/02 

5 
7 

A 
A 

5 
6 

A 
A 

0 5 
0 8 

-0.009 0.506 
0.022 0.472 

First St. & Keyes St. AM 
PM 

9/24/02 
9/24/02 

28 
29 

C 
C 

28 
29 

C 
C 

0 25 
0 26 

-0.009 0.590 
0.013 0.576 

Second St. & Keyes St. AM 
PM 

8/14/03 
8/14/03 

21 
29 

C+ 
C 

22 
29 

C 
C 

-3 28 
2 35 

0.004 0.126 
0.018 0.380 

Third St. & Keyes St. AM 
PM 

8/14/03 
8/14/03 

21 
10 

C+ 
B+ 

21 
12 

C 
B 

0 19 
1 8 

0.000 0.328 
0.014 0.322 

Seventh St. & Keyes St. AM 
PM 

2/5/02 
10/30/01 

30 
38 

C 
D+ 

31 
38 

C 
D 

0 32 
0 36 

0.009 0.608 
0.035 0.578 

Tenth St. & Keyes St. AM 
PM 

2/14/02 
2/14/02 

23 
27 

C+ 
C 

22 
27 

C 
C 

0 18 
-1 44 

-0.005 0.424 
-0.009 0.631 

First St. & Second St. AM 
PM 

3/22/00 
3/22/00 

14 
17 

B 
B 

15 9 
22 23 

B A 
C 

1 9 
5 23 

0.014 0.569 
0.072 0.595 

Vine St. & Alma Ave. AM 
PM 

2/28/02 
2/28/02 

12 
21 

B+ 
C+ 

12 
21 

B 
C 

0 13 
9 29 

0.005 0.262 
0.021 0.612 

Almaden Ave. & Alma 
Ave. 

AM 
PM 

11/21/02 
11/21/02 

18 
28 

B 
C 

18 
29 

B 
C 

0 18 
3 35 

0.002 0.546 
0.063 0.648 

First St. & Alma Ave. 
 

AM 
PM 

9/19/02 
9/19/02 

38 
37 

D+ 
D+ 

38 40 
36 37 

D 
D 

-1 28 
-1 40 

0.000 0.702 
0.033 0.688 

Seventh St. & Alma 
Ave. 

AM 
PM 

9/27/01 
4/20/04 

24 
23 

C 
C+ 

24 25 
22 

C 
C 

0 30 
-1 27 

0.001 0.399 
0.033 0.408 

Tenth St. & Alma Ave. 
 

AM 
PM 

11/1/01 
11/1/01 

22 
23 

C+ 
C+ 

22 25 
23 20 

C 
C B 

0 25 
0 21 

-0.004 0.333 
-0.004 0.435 

Lincoln Ave. & Pine 
Ave. 

AM 
PM 

2/6/02 
2/11/03 

30 
36 

C 
D+ 

30 
36 

C 
D 

-11 28 
14 46 

-0.013 0.652 
-0.013 0.604 

Lincoln Ave. & Malone 
Rd. 
 

AM 
PM 

3/7/00 
3/7/00 

18 
9 

B 
A 

17 
9 

B 
A 

-1 16 
0 8 

-0.026 0.565 
-0.007 0.530 

Almaden Rd. & Malone 
Rd. 

AM 
PM 

4/20/04 
5/3/00 

24 
22 

C 
C+ 

24 
25 

C 
C 

0 25 
2 25 

0.000 0.443 
0.031 0.785 

Almaden Rd. & Willow 
Glen Way 

AM 
PM 

10/19/00 
10/19/00 

6 
6 

A 
A 

6 
6 

A 
A 

-1 6 
1 5 

-0.013 0.247 
-0.003 0.252 

Almaden Ave. & 
Almaden Expwy. 

AM 
PM 

3/30/00 
3/30/00 

8 
5 

A 
A 

8 
5 

A 
A 

0 8 
0 6 

0.003 0.660 
0.000 0.499 

Almaden Expwy. & San 
José Ave. 

AM 
PM 

4/20/04 
4/22/04 

10 
16 

A 
B 

11 
19 

B 
B 

0 7 
4 18 

0.004 0.624 
0.047 0.558 
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Revised Table 16 
Cumulative Intersection Levels of Service 

Background Cumulative  
Intersection 

 
Peak 
Hour 

 
Count 
Date 

Ave. 
Delay 

 
LOS 

Ave. 
Delay 

 
LOS 

Incr in 
Crit 

Delay 

Incr in 
Crit 
V/C 

Monterey Rd. & San 
José Ave. 

AM 
PM 

3/22/00 
3/22/00 

11 
15 

B+ 
B 

11 10 
15 12 

B 
B 

0 7 
0 14 

0.005 0.610 
0.035 0.533 

Monterey Rd. & Phelan 
Rd. 

AM 
PM 

1/7/00 
6/20/00 

12 
19 

B+ 
B- 

12 13 
20 17 

B 
C B 

1 14 
1 15 

0.010 0.649 
0.059 0.614 

Tenth St. & Phelan Rd. 
 

AM 
PM 

2/15/00 
4/20/04 

20 
18 

B- 
B 

21 
18 19 

C 
B 

1 21 
1 19 

0.008 0.592 
0.021 0.420 

Meridian Ave. & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

9/17/03 
9/17/03 

54 
61 

D- 
E 

51 
60 

D 
E 

0 23 
-6 56 

-0.030 0.826 
-0.016 0.865 

Booksin Ave. & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

5/2/01 
3/13/03 

7 
6 

A 
A 

8 
6 

A 
A 

0 7 
1 6 

-0.008 0.413 
0.019 0.339 

Cherry Ave. & Curtner 
Ave. 

AM 
PM 

2/26/01 
3/13/03 

16 
11 

B 
B+ 

16 
12 

B 
B 

0 18 
1 12 

-0.004 0.518 
0.034 0.442 

Lincoln Ave. & Curtner 
Ave. 

AM 
PM 

10/8/02 
10/8/02 

45 
40 

D 
D 

46 45 
42 43 

D 
D 

1 51 
10 48 

0.007 0.857 
0.107 0.789 

Almaden Rd. & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

10/3/02 
9/18/03 

44 
50 

D 
D 

44 
63 

D 
E 

0 49 
17 78 

0.005 0.786 
0.115 0.995 

Almaden Expwy. & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

6/5/02 
6/5/02 

24 
11 

C 
B+ 

23 19 
13 12 

C B 
B 

-1 20 
8 16 

-0.019 0.592 
0.223 0.577 

Canoas Garden Ave. & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

10/3/01 
10/3/01 

25 
23 

C 
C+ 

27 28 
25 22 

C 
C 

2 35 
6 28 

0.017 0.624 
0.122 0.675 

SR 87 & Curtner Ave. 
(W) 

AM 
PM 

10/3/01 
10/3/01 

22 
16 

C+ 
B 

22 19 
19 20 

C B 
B 

-1 18 
3 22 

0.004 0.530 
0.107 0.682 

SR 87 & Curtner Ave. 
(E) 

AM 
PM 

6/6/02 
6/6/02 

28 
46 

C 
D 

25 22 
58 

C 
E 

-4 27 
24 92 

-0.052 0.563 
0.074 0.988 

Stone Ave. & Curtner 
Ave. 

AM 
PM 

4/20/04 
4/20/04 

25 
25 

C 
C 

26 28 
27 37 

C 
C D 

10 32 
0 46 

0.004 0.629 
0.059 0.915 

Little Orchard Way & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

10/24/00 
11/8/01 

16 
31 

B 
C 

15 26 
36 37 

B C 
D 

-2 34 
11 50 

-0.038 0.702 
0.113 0.859 

General Electric Way & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

4/20/04 
4/22/02 

10 
8 

A 
A 

7 1 
22 10 

A 
C A 

-4 1 
24 15 

-0.072 0.428 
0.280 0.613 

Monterey Rd. & 
Curtner Ave. 

AM 
PM 

9/17/02 
9/17/02 

42 
50 

D 
D 

41 38 
57 59 

D 
E 

-2 38 
9 64 

-0.027 0.736 
0.064 0.929 

Monterey Rd. & Old 
Tully Rd. 

AM 
PM 

9/12/02 
9/12/02 

7 
18 

A 
B- 

7 9 
18 22 

A 
B C 

0 11 
0 25 

-0.009 0.643 
0.009 0.702 

Seventh St. & Tully Rd. 
 

AM 
PM 

5/14/02 
5/14/02 

31 
40 

C 
D 

31 26 
41 33 

C 
D C 

1 30 
0 44 

-0.008 0.330 
0.015 0.678 

Tenth St. & Tully Rd. 
 

AM 
PM 

5/14/02 
5/14/02 

21 
30 

C+ 
C 

21 20 
30 27 

C 
C 

0 28 
0 32 

-0.011 0.559 
0.027 0.608 

Senter Rd. & Tully Rd.  AM 
PM 

9/18/02 
9/18/02 

41 
50 

D 
D 

41 
50 46 

D 
D 

0 46 
0 55 

-0.017 0.658 
0.000 0.854 

Lucretia Ave. & Tully 
Rd. 

AM 
PM 

5/14/02 
5/14/02 

37 
26 

D+ 
C 

37 36 
29 25 

D 
C 

0 43 
15 31 

-0.018 0.714 
-0.003 0.559 

McLaughlin Ave. & 
Tully Rd. 

AM 
PM 

9/18/02 
9/18/02 

49 
51 

D 
D- 

49 47 
51 47 

D 
D 

-1 51 
-1 58 

-0.022 0.831 
-0.012 0.889 

Monterey Rd. & 
Umbarger Rd. 
 

AM 
PM 

9/27/01 
9/27/01 

19 
24 

B- 
C 

19 28 
24 23 

B 
C 

1 28 
0 23 

-0.008 0.911 
0.008 0.732 

Monterey Rd. & Lewis 
Rd. 

AM 
PM 

4/16/02 
4/16/02 

16 
22 

B 
C+ 

15 17 
23 

B 
C 

0 17 
0 19 

-0.008 0.731 
0.012 0.612 

Senter Rd. & Capitol 
Expwy. 

AM 
PM 

3/5/03 
9/30/03 

49 
77 

D 
E- 

49 48 
77 64 

D 
E 

0 57 
1 80 

-0.002 0.816 
-0.002 0.991 

Monterey Rd. & Capitol 
Expwy. (N) 

AM 
PM 

10/29/02 
10/29/02 

18 
14 

B 
B 

17 16 
15 

B 
B 

1 18 
0 9 

-0.006 0.638 
-0.002 0.522 

Monterey Rd. & Capitol 
Expwy. (S) 

AM 
PM 

10/30/02 
10/30/02 

26 
14 

C 
B 

27 25 
17 

C 
B 

1 32 
4 15 

0.003 0.786 
0.055 0.594 

Monterey Rd. & Senter AM 9/18/02 23 C+ 24 22 C 1 23 0.030 0.678 
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Revised Table 16 
Cumulative Intersection Levels of Service 

Background Cumulative  
Intersection 

 
Peak 
Hour 

 
Count 
Date 

Ave. 
Delay 

 
LOS 

Ave. 
Delay 

 
LOS 

Incr in 
Crit 

Delay 

Incr in 
Crit 
V/C 

Rd. PM 9/18/02 28 C 29 C 1 45 0.031 0.642 
Monterey Rd. & 
Skyway Dr. 

AM 
PM 

9/17/02 
9/17/02 

36 
26 

D+ 
C 

36 
26 

D 
C 

0 40 
0 29 

-0.011 0.756 
-0.001 0.591 

Significant impacts shown in bold. 
Source:  Hexagon Transportation Consultants, May January 2005. 
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